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REMARKS 

The various objection and rejection to claims 1 to 18 have been overcome by 
caocelltng the claims md stibsdtutmg new claims. 

Witfciespect to the rejection for double patenting^ all of the cases cited by the 
Exmnmer were prior to the 1995 changes m the patent This case has the same 
effective filing date as does A]^H^ In this situation, imder current law, 

in order fiw there to be double patenting the cl aims of this case must be substantially 
identicai a claim of the patient which in not the case- 
Claim 19 is patentable since it recites, "computer means for mcmitoring both 
said machines and said procedures, and producing infonnation as to the operations 
of such machines and procedures*' in combinaticm witii the remainder of the claim. 

Claim 20 is patentable since it recites, "computer means provides said station 
with an output v^iich sets forth prices coiiq>uted from the operations of more than 
one of said machines" in combinatian with the remainder of the claim. 

Cairn 21 is patentable since it recites, "^computer means i>rovidfis said station 
with information on procedures performed on each of said madnnes as well as 
summaries of the operations of all of said machines" in combination with th^ 
remainder of tbe claim. 

Claim 22 is patentable since it recites^ "computer means compares an actual 
operation of each machine with a ^andard procedure and determines any difference 
or simUBrity between said standard procedure and said actual operation " m 
combijoattcn with the remaind^ of the claim. 

Claim 23 is patentable since it recites, '*con?)uter means for monitoring both 
said machines and said <^)erators, and producing information as to the qperations of 
such machines and operators" in combinatian wxth the remainder of the claims, 
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Claim 24 is patentable since it recites, "coociputer means compares an actual 
operation of each machine with a standard procedure and detemuAes any dififerencc 
or similarity betweesn said standard procedure and said actual operation'' in 
combinatioii with the remainder of the claim- 
Claim 25 is patentable since it recites, "providing a nmnber of individual 
medical imaging machines each of "(vfaich wiU producing images of some type of a 
part of a living body" in combination with the remaind^ of the claim. 

Claim 26 is patentable since it recites, "conoqpfuter means compares an actoal 
operation of each noiachio^ with a standard procedure and deteraunes any difierence 
or similaiity between said standard procedure and said actual operation" in 
combination with the remainder of 4ie claim. 

Claim 27 is patentable since it recites, **said step of providing computer 
means provides separate computers for each medical imaging machine and fi>r tiie 
supervisor" in combmation with the remainder of the claim. 
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